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A bstract

W e discussthe inuence ofinform ation contagion on the dynam -

ics ofchoices in socialnetworks of heterogeneous buyers. Starting

from an inhom ogeneouscellularautom ata m odelofbuyersdynam ics,

we show that when agents try to adjust their reservation price,the

tatonem entprocessdoesnotconvergetoequilibrium atsom einterm e-

diatem arketshareand thatlarge am plitudeuctuationsareactually

observed.W hen thetatonnem entdynam icsisslow with respecttothe

contagion dynam ics,largeperiodicoscillationsrem iniscentofbusiness

cyclesappear.

1 Introduction

Bubblesin �nancialm arketare one ofthe m ostspectacularstylised factin

contradiction with GeneralEquilibrium Theory. Econom ists and \econo-

physicists" havealso noticed thatthespectralpropertiesofstock,com m odi-

tiesand foreign exchangereturn serieswerefarfrom Gaussian noise:return

seriesdisplay scaleinvariance,a property thatphysicistsand econom istsre-

late to cooperativity (interactions) am ong the agents. To our knowledge

therehave been few explicitm odelsofthephenom enon and ouraim in this

contribution isto discussoneofthesim plesttheoreticalapproaches.

Basically ourm odelcouples interaction am ong agentswith theirtaton-

nem ent procedure to get \fair" prices. Both processes have attracted the

attention ofm odelers,see e.g. F�olm er(1974),Galam (1982,1991)and Or-

lean (1995)forinteractionsand herding behaviourand Lesourne (1992)for

adjustm ent.
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� W esupposethatagentsarenotindependentand thattheirindividual

choices are inuenced by the choice oftheir neighbours for whatever

reason,externalitiesorinform ation;

� Agents initially have som e reservation price (the highest price they

would acceptforthegood)thatthey adjustto m atch o�ers.

In a previousattem ptto understand thesephenom ena,weused a perco-

lation m odelto describetheinform ation contagion dynam ics(Solom on etal

2000,Goldenberg et al2000,W eisbuch and Solom on 2000,W eisbuch et al

2001).Agentsare nodesofa lattice and aresusceptible to purchase a good

when itsquality m eetstheirexpectationsafterone oftheirneighbourspur-

chased. Adjustm ent ofqualities and expectations are based on a standard

tatonnem ent process which we describe further in section 2.2. The result-

ing dynam ics were checked by the observation oftim e series ofpurchase,

patterns ofpurchase,and Fourier transform ofthe tim e series. A distinc-

tivefeatureofcooperativity wastheobserved 1=f2 spectrum ofthepurchase

tim e series. Com parable results were obtained by Plourabou�e etal(1998)

and Steyerand Zim m erm ann (2000)who reported 1=f noise when the slow

dynam icsisHebbian learning.

One ofthe purposes ofthe present study is to check the genericity of

thepreviously m odeled behavior:weonly havea very indirectknowledgeof

thereasonswhy agentsdecideto purchasea good ornotto purchaseit,not

to m ention thespeci�calgorithm they would useto survey theirneighbours

beforetaking a decision.Thepreviously used percolation approach supposes

that the purchase by one oftheir neighbours is su�cient to provide a full

knowledge ofthe quality ofthe product,while the \counter" (or voting)

dynam ics presented here im plies thatagentssurvey alltheirneighbours to

takesom eaverageopinion.Therem ightbespeci�csituationsforwhich one

ortheotherschem ewould m akem oresense,butin generalwewould liketo

know how di�erentwould theresulting globaldynam icsbe.

The paper �rst describes the m odel. W e then give sim ulation results

forthe two di�erentdynam icalregim es. Aftersom e study ofthe inuence

ofparam eters we discuss in the conclusion the relevance ofthe observed

dynam icsto businesscyclesand �nancialm arkets.

2 T he IN C A m odel
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2.1 Inform ation contagion

A ratherstandard m odelofinform ation contagion isbased based on cellular

\counters" (also called votersdynam ics).Letusconsidercellularautom ata:

binary agentsoccupy sitesofa two dim ensionallattice. The decision rule,

buy or not buy,corresponding to state Si = 1 or to state Si = �1,1 is

based on som e com bination ofprivate inform ation and inform ation com ing

from neighboring (on the lattice)agents. The private inform ation ofagent

iissom e threshold �i,and inform ation incom ing from neighboursissim ply

the sum oftheir individualstates. At each tim e step one agent random ly

selected updatesitsstateby com paring thesum ofitsneighbours’statesto

itsthreshold:

Si= 1 i�
X

j

Sj > �i (1)

OtherwiseSi= �1.

Hom ogeneous counters autom ata,with identicalthresholds,are sim ple

cellularautom atawhich dynam icalattractorsdepend ontheam plitudeofthe

threshold ascom pared to the num berofneighbours.Lowerthresholds(less

than -2)give hom ogeneousattractorswith state 1 forallautom ata,higher

thresholds(m orethan +2)givehom ogeneousattractorswith state-1 forall

autom ata.Interm ediatethreshold valuesgivecoexistingdom ainsofplusand

m inus ones which size depends upon thresholds and initialconditions (see

e.g.W eisbuch 1991 form oredetails).

But we are interested here in inhom ogeneous counters with di�erent

thresholds: INCA 2 are disordered system s and their dynam icalproperties

reecttheirdisordered structure:oneobservesstabledynam icalregim essep-

arated by �nite width phase transitionsforwhich attraction basinsdepend

up on theparticularrealisation ofdisorder.W eisbuch and Boudjem a (1999)

haveshown forinstancethateven underafavourableaveragethreshold which

would predictinvasion by +1’sin a sea of-1’s,the detailed positionsofthe

autom atainitiallyatstate+1areim portant.Thephenom enon iswell-known

inthephysicsofphasetransitions:germ sareinitiallynecessarytothegrowth

ofa stablephasein conditionsofsupercooling forinstance.

1the choice 1 or0 forbuy ornotbuy,ism ore standard in econom ics,butourchoice,

inspired from physics,respectssym m etry and thusm akescom putationsand m athem atical

expressionssim pler.
2INhom ogeneousCellularAutom ata (Vichniac1986).
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2.2 T he adjustm ent m odel

Letusnow bem orespeci�cabouttheinterpretation ofthethreshold in term s

ofeconom ics. The threshold which drivesthe buying behaviorofthe agent

can beseen asa pricedi�erencebetween how m uch a sellerwould liketo get

from a productps and how m uch pb a buyerisready to pay foritwhen the

signalfrom neighbourswould cancel(in otherwordswith an equalnum ber

ofbuyersand non-buyersin theagentneighborhood).

�i= ps � pb: (2)

A positivethreshold would preventpurchase,a negativeonewould allow it.

Thepresenceofotherpurchasersin theneighborhood would favourpurchase.

(Ofcoursepriceshavetobeexpressed in som eunitsconsistentwith equation

1.Twounitsinpricedi�erencecorrespondstoathresholdchangeofoneextra

neighbour).

Theadjustm entprocessnow can besim ply stated as:

� W hen an agentdid notpurchaseupon update(Si= �1),shedecreases

herthreshold with the hope to be able to be in a bettercondition to

purchasenexttim e;

� in theoppositecasesheincreasesit.

Thealgorithm isabovedescribed asadjustm entofa buyerreservation price,

buta sym m etricalreasoning fora sellerwould give the sam e threshold dy-

nam ics. In factwe cannotdirectly suppose a sym m etricalreasoning on the

buyerside:itm akesa di�erencewhetherthereisonly oneseller(m onopoly)

and how fasthewould react,orwhetherwehaveseveralbuyersand whatare

the trading relationshipsbetween buyersand sellers. Letusthen supppose

forthesakeofsim plicity thatonly buyersadjusttheirreservation price.

Theadjustm entdynam icsin theabsenceofany coupling between agents

would be sim ilar to the sim ple m echanism describe e.g. by La�ond and

Lesourne(1992)and would yield asim ilarclearingofthem arketasdescribed

in Lesourne’sbook (1992). The di�erence here isthatwe are interested in

m ultiple purchasesby agentsand thatwe couple adjustm entand contagion

dynam ics.

3 Sim ulation results
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3.1 T he slow adjustm ent regim e

Before a fullstudy ofparam etersand variantsletustry to understand the

sim plest case. An obvious param eter ofthe m odelis how fast the thresh-

old is adjusted with respect to the buying propagation dynam ics. Let us

supposethatatevery update,theadjustm entam plitudeisrandom and uni-

form ly distributed on [0;q]. W e further refer to q as the adjustm ent rate.

Itsm agnitudehasto becom pared with thenum berofneighbourstaken into

accountin the sim ulation: we used four. Forslow adjustm entrate such as

q = 0:1,we expect the dynam ics ofadjustm ent to be slow with respect to

the di�usion dynam ics. Letusde�ne the relative adjustm entrate � asthe

ratio between the average adjustm ent,here q=2,and the di�erence between

thresholds such that isolated individuals am ong a neighbourhood ofeither

buyersornon-buyerswould take an opposite view to theirneighbours,here

8.Theslow adjustm entregim eissuch that:

� <
2

L
(3)

whereL isthewidth ofthesquarelattice.Therhsterm istheinverseofthe

tim enecessary topropagateaposition,buying ornotbuying,acrossthenet,

underthem ostfavourablethreshold condition (theterm 2 isdueto thefact

thatweuseperiodicboundary conditions).

Thesim ulation conditionsarethen:

� A squarelatticeofdim ension L2 (e.g.20� 20 for�gure1);

� random3 updating based on thedescribed algorithm s;

� The initialcon�guration ofagentsisrandom forthe binary state and

thresholdsareuniform ly distributed on [-1,1].

Figure1 isa tim eplotoftheaveragestateofagents(fraction ofbuyers)

and averagethreshold.

Theregularoscillationsofagentsstatesand averagethresholdsobtained

at long tim e give som e indication ofthe processes which controlthe dy-

nam ics.Note thatboth quantitiesdisplay relaxation ratherthan sinusoidal

oscillations,threshold varying asa triangularwave and purchasesm orelike

3ateach tim e step one node random ly chosen isupdated according to equation 1 for

itsstateand section 2.2 foritsthreshold
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Figure1: Tim eevolution oftheaveragestateofagentsand averagethresh-

old,in theslow adjustm entregim e.(averagestate=1,everyonebuys,average

state=-1,no-onebuys.).Unittim ecorrespond to updating each siteonceon

average).
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a square wave which saturates at m axim um (allor no agents purchasing).

Thetwo quantitieshavea phaseshiftof�=2:extrem evariationsoftheaver-

agethreshold occurwhen purchasessaturate.Theseobservationsplusdirect

online observations ofthe lattice dynam ics forpurchase and threshold can

beeasily understood.

Oncethelatticeisin a saturated condition,say everyonebuying,an iso-

lated agentwhowould choosenottobuy needsathreshold m uch higherthan

ifsheweresurrounded bynon-buyers.Thesystem hasto\wait"untilthresh-

oldswhich werelow during theriseofthepurchasing behaviourriseagain to

allow the apparition ofisolated non-buyers. Hence the straightpartofthe

average threshold evolution corresponding to itsslow and regularincrease.

Butassoon asisolated non-buyersarepresent,theirneighboursneed alower

threshold to switch to no-purchase;a waveofno-purchasepropagatesacross

the lattice. Hence the fastswitch observed on the purchase tim e evolution:

onlineobservation display thegrowth ofnon-purchasergerm ssurrounded by

disappearing dom ains ofpurchasers. One single sweep from purchasing to

non-purchasing is the equivalent ofa phase transition forwhich germ s are

needed (�rstorderphase transitions). The phenom enon issym m etricalfor

purchaseand no purchase,hencetheobserved oscillations.

3.2 T he fast adjustm ent regim e

W ith largenetworksand fastadjustm entrates,theglobalsynchrony between

allagentson the lattice isdestroyed. Agentstates(purchase/no-purchase)

and thresholdsdisplay sm allhom ogeneousdom ainson the lattice. Because

ofthe random ness ofthe updating process,som e agents easily reach \ec-

centric" (opposed to their neighbours) positions and m any dom ains outof

phase start growing in di�erent places4. This behaviour is observed with

onlinesim ulationsand displayed on �gure2 attim e100 000.

Thechangeofdynam icalregim ewith adjustm entratesq isvery sm ooth

and correspondsto a crossoverratherthan to a phasetransition.

Because ofdom ains asynchrony, oscillations are relatively sm aller and

less regular in am plitude in the fast adjustm ent regim e than in the slow

adjustm entregim e asobserved in �gure 3. Saturation ofthe (no)purchaser

fraction isneverreached.

4By contrast,in theslow adjustm entregim e,m any tim estepsareneeded tosweep from

the lowerto the upperthreshold,and the standard deviation ofthe threshold isreduced

by the sum m ing process,thusallowing synchrony ofagentsbehaviour.
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Figure 2: Pattern ofbehaviourattim e 100 in the fastadjustm entregim e.

Adjustm entrateqis0.7.Greysquarescorrespond tobuyers,blacksquaresto

non-buyers.(In theslow adjustm entregim edom ainswould bem uch larger.

Som etim es,consensusacrossthelatticeisachieved).
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Figure3: Tim eevolution oftheaveragestateofagentsandaveragethreshold
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Anotherway to m onitorinhom ogeneity isto check thespatialautocorre-

lation function ofstates.

C(d)=

P

iS(i)S(i+ d)� (
P

iS(i))
2

L2
(4)

where iisthe position oflattice sitesand d the translation distance. L2 is

thenum berofagents.

Figure 4 displays the autocorrelation function for di�erent lattice sizes

in the fast adjustm ent regim e when the adjustm ent rate q = 0:7. Its fast

decay,over som e 4 lattice sites,tells us that the average linear dim ension

ofpurchasing orno-purchasing dom ains isoforder4 to be com pared with

the patternsobserved on �gure 2. A striking resultisthatalthough lattice

linearsizeschangebyafactor8,theautocorrelation function areverysim ilar,

im plyingthattheaveragesizeofdom ainsisindependentoflatticesizein the

fastadjustm entregim e.In otherwords,�gure2isstatistically representative

ofany partofa largerlattice.

Scaling

The system has only two param eters,L the lattice dim ension and the

average adjustm ent rate �. W e would like to know how the characteristic

variable ofthe dynam ics,frequency and am plitude ofthe oscillations,and

their space dependence through the autocorrelation function,vary with L

and �.

Frequenciesaresurprisingly stableovertim eand from sam pleto sam ple

as opposed to m agnitudes. A direct m easure on tim e plots ofoscillations

showsthatperiodsT vary as:

T ’
10L2

q
(5)

This result has a very sim ple interpretation. The factor L2 is sim ply the

num berofagents.Theperiod iscloseto thenum berofagentsm ultiplied by

atim ewhich scaleswith averagetim eittakesforthreshold toswitch between

extrem alvaluesof-4and 4.Thethreshold dynam icsistheratelim iting step

oftheoveralldynam ics.

Asseen in �gure3,am plitudesdisplay a lotofvariations.A sim ple way

to average them on tim e is to m easure power,nam ely the tim e averaged

squared am plitudes.Even with tim eaveraging oversom e800periods,power

valueshad to befurtheraveraged overseveralruns(9 in ourm easurem ents)
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Figure4: Spatialautocorrelation function oftheaveragefraction ofbuyers

forlatticesizesvaryingfrom 20� 20to160� 160.Abscissaisdistancein units

oflatticespacing.Notethatthecorrelation length,given by thedistanceat

which theautocorrelation iszero isnearly invariantwith latticesize.
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tofurtherreducenoise.A �rstresultisthatforlargervalues� values,� > 5,

average powerscalesasL2 = N the num berofagents. Ifagentsbehaviour

wereoscillating in phase,wewould expectpowerto scalein N 2.Thescaling

in N im plies that N =s patches ofconstant size s oscillate independently

giving:

P �
N

s
Ps � N s�

N

q2
(6)

wherePs isthepowerofonepatch,proportionaltos
2.Thisinterpretation is

consistentwith ourinterpretation ofautocorrelation m easurem entsand the

observation ofsm alldom ains. The scaling ofs in q� 2 isobtained from the

equivalence between the tim e ittakes forthe socialinuence to sweep the

patch and the tim e ittakes to the threshold adjustm ent to sweep between

theextrem evalues.

Figure 5 displays the rescaled inverse power(i.e. P

N
)asa function ofq

them axim um adjustm entrate(q= 8�)forN varyingfrom 400to6400.The

collapseofthethreecurvesaboveq= 0:6 isgood,thequadraticscaling in q

isapproxim ate.

Figure6 displaystheFourierpowerspectrum ofthetim e seriesofagent

states when q = 1. The large peak around abscissa 30 corresponds to a

frequency of10 iterations per agent. At larger frequencies, the long tail

corresponds to a 1=f2 noise. Sm allscale correlations in agents behaviour

due to localim itation processesare responsible forthislong tail. Forlower

valuesofthem axim um adjustm entrateq,theim portanceofthepeak with

respectto the1=f2 noiseisincreased.

4 C onclusions

Theobtained resultswerebased on very sim pleassum ptionson theeconom ic

network structure and on the im itation and adjustm entprocess. Butthese

results, especially the 1=f2 noise, should not depend upon the details of

these assum ptions. Letusgive som e directionsaboutthe generality ofour

hypotheses.

� W ebased the\voting"processon inform ation processing,butthispro-

cesscan bealsobeaccounted foron thebasisof\positiveexternalities".

Agentscan experienceincreasein theutility ofequipm entswhen their

neighboursalso own such equipm ents.
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� W ho are the agents? The discussion im plicitly assum es for sim plic-

ity reasonsthatagentsare individuals,butthe sam e reasoning could

apply to �rm s taking decisions on purchasing goodsorequipm ent or

even m aking strategic decisions. In this respect the size ofthe net-

work (num berof�rm s)would be m uch sm allerwhich could m ove the

dynam icstowardstheslow adjustm entregim e.

� Thenetwork topology:a latticeisan extrem ely regularnetwork which

allowsnice pattern observation,butwhich cannotbe considered asa

good m odelofa socio-econom ic network.In facta latticeshareswith

realnetworks the property ofhaving m any short loops,which is not

thecaseofrandom nets.Anyway theim itation m odelcan beextended

to structures with inhom ogeneous localconnectivity,sm allworlds or

scalefreenetworks,by rewriting equation 1 using fraction ofsiteswith

positiveornegativestateratherthan directsum m ation.

� W ediscussed random updating ofagentstates,butonecan also intro-

duce other conditions,such as propagation ofa purchase wave as in

the W eisbuch and Solom on (2000),W eisbuch etal(2001)percolation

m odelforwhich 1=f2 noisewasalso observed.

Letusnow com eto theobservations.

� The 1=f2 noise was expected: such fat tails have been consistently

reported in em piricaldata from �nancialm arkets.Thecom m only ad-

m itted reason forthefattailsareinteractionsam ong agents.

� The periodic oscillations were unexpected, although their origin be-

com espretty evidentafterobservation.Them ostinteresting interpre-

tation in reallife are business cycles. In this fram ework the agents

are �rm s and the network is the \econom y": the set ofproduction,

trade and services which form the econom ic network. W e here have

a possible m icroscopic theory ofbusiness cycles which does not sup-

poseany externaltriggersuch asinnovation cyclesoften suggested by

m acro-econom ists. W e probably have to take into accountsom e spe-

ci�cfeaturesofeconom icnetworkssuch astheanisotropiccharacterof

connections (producers/users interactions are di�erent from com peti-

tion interactions)togetm oreprecisepredictionsbutsom eresultssuch

astheincreaseoftheam plitudeofactivity variation with coupling are

already within thefram ework ofthepresentm odel.
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